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Me are not to think every clamorous Haranguer, or every _ | 
nn. againſt a Court, is therefore a Patriot. = 


CY | Biſhop BeRKLEY. | 

The TENTH EDITION. 
— | „ | | . 
N &* 1 0 


NEW YO RRE: „ 
Printed by AM ES RIVINGTON, 17744 
| 3, 


This Pamphlet, on the 8th Day of September laſt; 
was, in full Conclave of the Sons of Liberty in New-York, 
committed to the Flames; by the Hands of their Common 
Executioner; as it contains ſome Queries they cannot, and 
others they will not anſwer ! 1 | 
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AMERICAN. QUERIST, 


FH ETHER 1 pt 1 
not a right to ſpeak their ſen- 
2 timents on ſubjects of gow 
vernment; N whether all attempts to 
check and diſcourage freedom of ſpeech, 
any farther than to prevent the licentious 
abuſes of it, are not to beiconfi dered as un- 
warrantable uſurpations, tending to intro- 
duce and eſtablifh a bee of Lathe 
kind? 1 


2. Whether Amevictins Have not an Coat 
* to ex preſs their ſentiments, when 
they happen to differ from, as when they 
happen to e with, the Toy age Ns en 


nion * © 


1. 


141 * by” _ 


- Whether 1 differ more Gal 3 
than he differs from me; and, conſequent- 
ly, whether he has a better ight to abuſe. 
me for a difference of ſen iment, than 'Y 
have to abuſe him? 541 uz: es 

B ES * Whether 


/ . Wo Ok CO , 


4. Whether FEOOY be not warnt 
productive of intolerance ; and whether bi- 
gotry and intolerance in polrticks be not as 
abſurd in reaſon, as mean in their nature, 
and as deſtructive; to ſociety, as bigotry and 
intolerance in matters of —_— ? 


a Do Wy. 


„ 05 


5. Whether there can be à greater proof | 
« ee either in religion or politicks, 
than an e reſolution to hear or ſee 
nothing that is offered on the ſuhj Ah in 


queſtion, by perſons who are red to 
be of different ſentiments ? 3 


1 


CS Whether fach a teſolution 5 1 . | 
10 a proof, that a man is conſcious of the 
weakneſs of his cauſe, and afraid, of the 


force of thoſe arguments which may be of⸗ 
fered againſt him ? 


With regard to the preſent. 8 = 
A4 the Brieif Aemrican colonies ang 
their mother country, Whether there be 
| not many of the coloniſts, who, by refuſ- 
ing to hear or fee what is offered on the 
| fide of government\, betray the above- 
mentioned: Ines and fear N. 


od bag: 42; Whether 
1 4+ 4 ' 
8 It i 1s ſaid that many RES, 2 ſome who hold places 
ef truſt under government, have put a to their News- 
| Paper, not — the eee for the colonies m en 
owe 


2170 


7 
* 
- * — EY © & % 
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8 Whether political bodigs do not re- 
3 animal bodies in many reſpec̃ts ; 
and whether, when they are diſordered, 
tho ſame regimen and management which 
are needful for one, may not be be for 
the ocher, in ſimilar caſes? Fotzen Bn IJ 


= 7 Whether che Ae colonies, do 
not conſider themſelves as | compoſing one 
diſtinct political body ; and whether this 
body does not appear at this 5 10 be 
5 diſordered ? 


o. Whether the diſorder of as * 
*. to ſpeak in language taken from 
animal bodies, be not of the feveriſb kind, 
as it is attended with an irregular high 
pulſe, and diſcovers, in ſame parts, a dan- 
gerous ſwelling and inflammation; and 
whether it has not been occaſioned, in 2 


great meaſure, by their own aback and 
mntemperance ? | 


11. Whether heating TY do not, in all 
caſes, tend to increaſe a fever ; and whe- 


ther inflammatory publications and ha- 
| 2 175 1 rangues 


allowed fair play by the vines," but bolanfs thoſe who are 
diſpoſed to think more favourably of the adminiſtration 
than ſome of their neighbours, are allowed to ſpeak. 
* They form one political body, of which each co- 
Jany 3 is a member,” 


Pennſylvania Farmer”s Letters. 


3 
4 
WW 
„ 
i 


[4] 
rangues be not ſo many heating doſes, witk 
1 0 to political bodies ? 


12. Whether, in inveſtigating the na- 
ture and cauſe of diſorders, and in fixing 
upon a method of cure, we ought not to 
have recourſe to plain facts, and to gene- 
ral and eſtabliſnied principles, inſtead of be- 
ing governed by the advice, and relying 
upon the opinions of notorious quacks and 


empiricks, who have an intereſt 1 in deceiv- 
ing us? 


Whether ſome degree of reſpect be 
Wt ee due from inferiors to ſuperiors, 
and eſpecially from children to parents; 
and whether the refuſal of this on any oc- 
caſion, be not a violation of the general 
laws of ſociety, to ſay nothing here of the 
obligations of religion and morality ? 


I 4. Whether what conſtitutes right 
conduct among men, does not conſtitute 
right conduct among ſocieties, or bodies of 
men, with regard, to one another; and 
whether the latter can be leſs criminal, or 
their conduct leſs diſguſting and ſhocking 
to the genuine feelings of the moral ſenſe, 
when they tranſgreſs the common rule of 
duty, than the former? 


1 5. Whether 


C3) 

15. Whether Great-Britamn," bears not 

a relation to theſe colonies, fimilar to that 
of a parent to children; and whether any 


1 


parent can put up with ſuch diſreſpectful 
and abuſive treatment from children, as 


Great- Britain has lately received from her 
colonies? | fa 22 


16. Whether all true friends to the co- 
lonies, with whatever zeal they may think 
themſelves bound to aſſert and ſupport their 
claim, ought not, from a regard both to 
duty and ſafety, on every proper occaſion, 
to expreſs their diſapprobation of a beha- 
viour, which is indecent and ſhameful in 
itſelf, and which has brought upon the 
Americans the indignation of a power, 
which the proudeſt nation in Europe re- 
veres, and under whoſe reſentments the 
ſtrongeſt would tremble ? 


17. Whether it be a mark either of wiſ- 
dom or candour to believe, declare, or in- 
ſinuate, that Great-Britain has acted alto- 
gether from wrong motives, and the co- 
lonies altogether from right ones ? 


18. Whether there can be any medium 


between being ſubjects and not ſubjects, 


and whether, if the Americans be not Britiſb 
ſubjects 


— — — —— — — 


* I of 2 — 22 —— — di. px — Ras me. 
- N FP ” 
— nm PEI= ION 2 — ä —— f 
* 


TT 3 
ſubjects, they are not, with regard to Grace 


| Britain, aliens and foreigners ? 


. 29. Whether, if the colonies be a part 
of the great Britiſh community, they are 


not neceflarily ſubſect, in all caſes, to the 


juriſdiction of that legiſlative power which 
repreſents this community, or, in other 


words, to the Britiſb parliament * ? 


20. Whether the ſupreme legiſlative go 


| thority of eyery nation does not neceſſarily 
extend to all the dominions of that nation ; 


and whether any place, to which this au- 
thority does not extend, can juſtly be ſaid 


to be a part of its dominions? 


21. Whether, in conſequence of a general 


grant, particular claims, founded upon par- 


tial conſtructions and remote inferences, 
which are contrary to the apparent intereſt 
and deſign of the granter, can be valid, 
Father 1 in law or in equity? 


22. Whether any direct evidence has EN 
therto appeared in favour of the exemption 


for which the colonies contend ; and whe- 


ther it does not concern the managers of 


their cauſe, previouſly to any other ſteps, to 


produce ſuch evidence in ſupport of their 


claim ? 


2 3. Whether 


© 2,00 
2 


e 
Whether there be any proof « or 


bab ity, that, when the firſt grants of Hand | 


in America were made by the Britiſh crown 
to Britiſh ſubjects, it —— intended by the 
former, or underſtood by the 2 ꝗ—5 that 
they were to be no longer ſubject to the ſu- 


preme OT of the OW 


nation? 


1 Whether, ſuppoſing chis to have been 
really intended, it was in the power of the 
crown to alienate any part of its dominions, 
| without the advice and conſent of 1 


25 | Wheiher the above ſuppoſition Joey 
not 3 that the executive power is able 
at pleaſure, to annul, alter, or reſtrain the 


legiſlative power, which is the greatetk 
abſurdity ? | 


26. Whether the exemption contended 


for be not inconſiſtent with the nature of 


dependent colonies, and compatible only 
with the idea of independent ſtates? 


27. Whether a right in the colonies to 
chooſe which laws of Great- Britain they 
will obey, and which they will diſobey, 
a all leave = obligation to obedience 
at 


28. Whether, 


Grew ¶ —˖—˙¾— Were r root 1 


1 2 _ — 


(3) 
28. Whether, in ſuch a cal the Ameri- 
cans, being not Engliſh ſubjects, can claim 
the protection of the Engliſb lays, or talk of 


their = as * e with any Pro- 
priety? N | 


29. Whether there has ever e a time, 


RAKE 1114 


ſince the ſettlement of the N r in which 


the nation appears to have thou ht, that it 
had not a full and compleat rig t of juriſ- 
diction over them, notwithſtanding the pri- 
vileges granted them by charter? 


30. Whether oe has IN We a 1 
in which the colonies appear to have 
thought, that the nation had not a full and 
compleat right -of juriſdiction over them, 
till * the! year 7047 > 


bs. #\ | 
« 3 * 


3 1. Whether more was xn granted; 


or meant to be granted, by charter, to any 


of the colonies, than authority for regulatin g 
reſpectively their own police; and whether 
ſuch an authority, granted for the purpoſe 
of internal regulation and government, can 
be fairly conſtrued to exempt any ſociety, 
or incorporated body whatever, from the 
ſupreme legiſlative PAT of that nation, 
to which it belongs! „ 


32. Whether, on the contin obealithce 
to 


* 
nr 


4 
* 
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(4) 


to the laws of Great-Britam, without any 
reſtriction or . „was not clearly ob- 
ſerved in all the charters granted to the co- 


| Jonies; and particularly, whether the right 


of parliament to lay taxes, was not expreſsly 
17 literally obſerved in the charter of 


Pomnfyboania? | EY 1 ba 9.9185. 3 N 


2 2 
3 I Whether thereSrs the Pennſyloani- 
ans ought not now to be out of the queſtion, 
as they can have no plauſible pretence ' 'for 
urging a claim, from which they have been 
POOR by their own former Ripulation? 


WOE: Whether the firſt charter which was 
granted, for the purpoſe of colonization, by 
the crown of England in 1606, and the ſe- 
cond, which was granted three years after- 
wards, did not ſubject the two Virginia com- 
panies to Jaws made by a council of the 


proprietors reſiding in England, firſt nomi- 


nated by the crown, and afterwards to be 
elected by the proprietors reſiding in Eng- 
land; and whether the fame charters did 


not provide; that even the King might tax 


all the inhabitants within the grant, by his 
ſole prerogative, without conſulting his par- 
lament, and appropriate the monies, thus 
raiſed by taxes, for the uſe and benefit i 
— crown only? 


© | 3 5 . Wide 


F 
4 


( 0.) 


35. Whether the territory granted upon 
theſe terms did not extend from latitude 34 
to latitude 45, and include all the country 
lying between Caroima and Nova- Scotia, i 
and conſequently the preſent New-England 
colonies; the inhabitants of which originally 
ſettled under the very charters above-men- 
tioned, after Having purchaſed from one of 
thoſe companies ? 


36. Whether the Maſſachuſetts company 
had authority, under their firſt charter, to 
aſſeſs or tax the inhabitants for any purpoſes 
Fl whatever ; and whether their having levied 

[ money of the inhabitants was not alledged in 
the writ of ſcire facias iſſued againſt their 
charter, in the reign of Charles the ſecond, 
as an act of notorious delinquency, upon 
which, judgment was given againſt them in 
the court of King's-Bench, and the charter 

_ vacated ? 25 
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37. Whether, in the new charter, which 
was granted. them by William and Mary, and 
under which they have been governed to 
the preſent year, the power of levying taxes 
is not reſtrained altogether to provincial and 

local purpoſes, and allowed to be exerciſed 
over ſuch only as are inhabitants and propri- 
etors in the province, to that the Engliſb 
| traders 


* 


En 
traders and their goods, which may happen 
to be in any of the ports of the province, are 
entirely exempted from this authority? ?? 


38. Whether the whole tenor of this 
charter does not operate againſt the claim 
that is made by the people of the Maſſa- 
chuſett's Bay, evidencing the limitation of 
their legiſlative authority, inſtead of re- 
ſtraining the power of the Britiſb parlia- 


ment? 


39. Whether the charter granted to 
Lord Baltimore, in 1632, did not expreſſ- 
ly provide, that the inhabitants of Mary- 
land, for the future, ſhould be ſeparated 
from Virginia, and not dependent upon the 
government of that, or any other colony 5 
Bur, that they ſhould be fubjef? imme- 
diately to the CRO wN of England, as depend- 
ing thereof forever? 1 

40. Whether the charters granted by 
Charles the Second, to the inhabitants of 
Connecticut and Rhode-1/land, are more than 
bare charters of incorporation, erecting 
them reſpectively into corporate bodies, 
and empowering them to perform corpo- 
rate acts, in the ſame manner, ſay the char- 
ters, © as other our liege people of this our 
realm of England, or any other corpora- 
| Ee, os „tion, 


* mediately 


cc £5 0A thereof forever ; and that the 


A 


neceſſarily implying, that they were thought 
to be within the realm of England, and 


ſubject in all Caſes, to the FOE — 
. of the realm? | 


i” Whether the lia of Carolina, 
l in the ſame reign, did not fully de- 


clare the like depency of the heb 


tants, in the following words: % Our will 


« and pleaſure is, that they be ſubject i im- 
to our crown of England, as 


« inhabitants ſhall not, at any time, be 
liable to anſwer to any matter out of our 
« ſaid province, other than in our realm 
« of England, and dominion of LL ales? 


ce tion, or body politic, within the ſame; 


42. Whether ſubjection to the: Crown of 


England ever meant, in public inſtruments, 
ſubjection only to him who held the crown, 
of England, in his private or perſonal ca- 
pacity; and whether the laws do not al- 
ways mean, by the authority of the crown, 
the ſupreme authority of the nation, repre- 
ſented by the, crown? . 


8 Whether the ale of the great ſeal 


of England, in ratifying the grants above- 
mentioned, does not prove that, in each 
inſtance, 


EN 


inſtance, 1 1 8 on one ſide, was. 
A public tranſaction, aud in behalf of the 
nation, and that the ſubjection, or depen- 
dency, expreſsly reſerved, was to be of the 
fame extent with the i that. re- 
W hd Leh 3 


„ Whether it PIE not appeat dn 
ig Aare have been made in every reign, 
fince the founding of the colonies, that it 
Was the fenſe of Parliament, that its autho- 
rity. over the American plantations was as 
full and unlimited, as over any ha: PRE 
of his Majeſty” 8 dominions i =; 


45. Whether the preamble to an act of 
the:parliament in 1650, although the act 
itſelf was unconſtitutional and invalid, did 
not exprels. the opinion of the wiſeſt men 
in the nation, and even of the ſons of liber- 
9, at that time, with regard to the point 
in queſtion, when it declared, concerning 
the colonies and plantations in America, that 
they had © ever, ſince the plinting there- 
of, been, and ought to be, ſubject to 
_ « ſuch laws, orders and regulations, as are 


or ſhall be made by the parliament of 
« England? 


46. Whether the following RE viz. of 
the 12th, 15th, and 25th of Charles II.— 


of 
\ 


i 4 
of the 7th and 8th of Wilkam an d Mary, 
and more particularly an act paſſed the fame 
year, entitled, An act for preventing 


4 frauds, and regulating abuſes in the plan- 


* tations,” and an act of the 11th, of the 


fame reign, for the trial of pirates'in Ame- 
rica an act of the gth of Queen Ann, for 
eſtabliſhing the poſt- office, in order that 
* her Majeſty may be ſipplied, and the re- 
venue ariſing by the ſaid office better - 


* proved, ſettled and ſecured to her Majeſiy, 


« Her heirs and fſucceſſors'—and the ſeveral 
acts made in the late reign, relating to the 
manufacturing of hats, the naturalization 
of foreigners, and rendering lands in Ame- 
rica aſſets, &c. I ſay, whether ſuch a 
ſucceſſion of ſuch acts does not afford com- 


pleat evidence, that the parliament has al- 


ways claimed, and exerciſed, an unlimited 
juriſdiction over the colonies, whenever the 
occaſion was thought to require it ? 


47. Whether in the late reign, when 
the aſſembly ok amaica witheld the uſual 
grants for the ſupport of government in 
that iſland, and the miniſtry deſired the 
opinion of thoſe two eminent lawyers, Sir 
Clement Wearg, and Sir Philip York, then 
attorney and ſolicitor general, on this point, 
whether the King, or his privy _— 
2 


cc 


„ 
had not a right to levy upon the inhabi- 
tants the taxes that were wanted ; they 
did not reply in the following words : 
That if Famaica was ſtill to be conſider- 
« ed as a conguered iſland, the King had 
« ſuch a right; but if it was conſidered 


in the ſame light with the other colomes, 


« no tax could be impoſed on the inhabi- 


4 tants, but by the aſſembly of the iſland, 


<< or by act of parkament.” ? 
48. Whether the right of parliament to 


impoſe taxes upon the colonies, which ap- 


pears to have never been queſtioned in Eug- 
land, was not generally admitted in the co- 
lonies, and the exerciſe of it thought ex- 
pedient and neceſſary ſo very lately as in 
1  - 


49. Whether the con greſs at Albany in 
that year, conſiſting of gentlemen of the 
firſt character from wo of the colonies, 


did not approve of, and agree to, the pro- 


poſal of general Shirley, that application 
*© ſhould be made to parliament, to empow- 
er the committees of the ſeveral colonies 
to fax them, in proportion to their re- 
ſpective abilities, in order to raiſe a ge- 
neral fund for the common defence? 


cc 
«Cc 


8 


A 


50. Whether 


{ 46 ) 
Fo. Whether, when Mr. Shirley's plan, 


including this propoſal, was laid before the 
aſſembly of New-York, it was not reſolved 


all the particulars, © That the ſcheme pro- 
« poſed by governor Shirley, for the de- 


%% America, is well concerted, and that 
* this colony joins therein?“ 


nion of general Shirley, or of the gentlemen 
at the congreis, or of the houſe of aſſemb- 
Ty in New-York, that the parliament could 
delegate a power to others, with which 
they were not veſted themſelves : ? | 


| 92. Whether it has not been a ng 
maxim with our judges and lawyers, how 
ever ſome of them may have departed from 
it lately, that the original ſettlers of the 
colonies brought over with them the laws 
of England that were then in force, from 
which they were not releaſed by any ſub- 
ſequent charters; and that all acts of par- 
liament that have paſſed ſince that period, 
in which the deſign of extending them to 
the colonies is expreſſed, have, and ought 
to have, the force and obligation of laws 
upon the colonics in general ? 


52. Wheticr 


by that houſe, after a proper diſcuſſion of 


ce fence of the Britiſh colonies in North- 


2 Whether it could have been the opi- 


a a = a 1 KN 


({ 177 ) 


253. Whether the utmoſt claim of 2 co- 
loniſts, at the time of the late ſampralt, 
more than an exemption from. HF de T's 
rityr of parliament 467 far a8 ito ce 19 
abgabe on en NPE 4 re xes 


nus s 1 RE 3 0 bez icc 
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a” 5 Wee it w. wh fn en dsc _ 
by 1 4 public dene Erlen liber: 
ty, that the parliament had a right to re- 
gulate the trade of the colonies, and to 


lay duties bot wur their imperte- andere 
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+ "The very reſpectable aüthor rey neling: pamphſet i in 
thoſe times, entitled; ,Coa/iderations” onthe propriety of in- 
poſing i Laxts, Ko. declares his opinion in the following 
Words. The fubordination of the, colsnies, and the au- 
«« thority of the Peers to . — it, have been fully 
acknowledged. Not only the le Weila but perhaps the 
« « exiſtence of the mother-couttry, as an independent king. 

dm may dep end' upon 'ber trace and navigation, And 

e che (may depend) 16 far upon her intercburſe With the 

« colonies, that, if it ſhould be neglected, there would 

"If <«« ſoon be an end to that commerce, whence her greateſf 

ot « wealth is derived, and upon Which her maritime 
2 „power is principally founded. Prom theſe conſidefa- 

E „tions, the right of We Britij parliament, to regulate 
TY <* the trade of the colonies, may be juſtly deduced'; a de- 
PN „ mal of it would contradict the' admifioh of the ſubördi- | 
| nation, and of the authority to preſerve it, reſulting from 
the nature of the relation between the mother country 

and her colonies. It is a common, and frequently the 
« moſt proper method to regulate trade by duties on imports and 
experts. The authority of the mother country to regu- 
late * trade of the colonies being unqueſtionable, what 
D regulations 


4 


0 =} 

„Whether the parliament, receding. 
ro „ but not meaning to give up, the 

right of taxation, did” net then meet the: 
— upon their own ground, exerciſing: 
no more than the right that had been ad- 
mitted, of regulating their trade, and im- 
poſing duties upgn a few of eas ex- 
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4 1 45 — pra keen. 
* moth bre 2 ao .the, colonies aride 5 em on lch 
Fr an occaſion. to 8 . Sung point of right to be 
«c Agde (Which I. take to be otherwiſe) „it is eaſy. to. 
* gueſs that the * will be on the fide of pow- 

| (nw and that the inferior will be conſtrained to ſubmit. 15 
„The worthy author of the Pennſylvania, Farmers Letters,. 
ſays: % The parliament unqueſtionably poſteſt a legal au- 
< thority to regulate the trade of Great Britain and all her 

+ (pies - : ſuch an authority is eſſential to the relation be- 
p<; *tween a mother country and her colopies, and: neceſſary 
for the common, good of all. He who. conſiders. theſe. 

10 provinces, as Hates diſſ inet from. the. Britiſb empire, has, 


16 very ſlender notions of juſtice, or :of their intereſts. :, we 


are but parts 4 aubele, and therefore. there m exift 
4 4 foxwer ſomeaubere to prefide and preſerwe the connection ix 
1 i a \this pprwer ir lodged in the PanLganent.”!. 


Ws”. 
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56. Whether. a regard to decency and 
3 ought not to have produced in 
the Americans à quiet and peaceable ſub- 
miſſion to an act, which was framed on the 
principles, that had. been o lately 
eſtabliſhed, in i of the lee 2 
But, ; 711 28 edit; I 2 * 


87. Whether the ETD: did not uy 
introduce a new diſtinction, to take off the 
force of their former conceſſions, contend- 
ing that duties laid upon the neceſſaries of 
life, ſuch as paper, glaſs and paint (which, 
by the way, can be called neceſſaries only 
by a violent , &yperbole) were eguivglen ay: 


an internal dar and therefore! inad 
fible | 3 


58. Whether the ache? in faritier 
compliance with this diſtinction, did not 
then withdraw the duties they had laid 
upon ſuch neceſſaries, reſerving only, as 2 
mark of their authority to impoſe taxes, a 
ſmall duty of three pence per pound, upon 
an article of ſheer luxury, which can never 
be-materially uſeful to any of the colonies, 
and which has been very hurtful to all of 
them, occafioning ſuch an expenſive man- 
ner of living as the inhabitants in genera) 
are unable to afford ? 


D - 79. Whether 


PTE Acc onies ? 
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Whether the f parliament, receding 
6k „but not meaning tõ give up, the 

night of taxation, did not chen mest the 
nes upon their own ground, exerciſing! 
no more than the right that had been ad- 
mitted, of regulating their trade, and im- 
poſing d duties upgn a few of t inn ex- 
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4 regulations are moſt proper, are to be of courſe-Tub<: 
<6; mitted to the determination of the parliament; and 
« if an incidental revenue ſhould be produced by ſuch regu- 
« lations, theſe are a7 therefore. unwarrantable, =_ 

A right. to imp 148 an W 1555 en the. col Jonies,. 
7 {er the fing ee J a re venus. 

14 24h ne * nt ta regulate, their trade, avithout their 
raz/ent, is admitted. The impobytion o dutyr may, in ſome 


fs Lee the 9 regulation. If the claims of the, 
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„The worthy author of the Penny ſyloania, wh n Letters. 
ſays; % The parliament unqueſtionably poſteſt a legal au- 

« therity to regulate the trade of Great Britain and all her. 
«< 2er : ſuch, an authority. is eſſential to che relation be- 
(«tween a mother W and her colopies, and neceſſary 
« for the common, good of all. He who, conſiders. theſe. 
« provinces, as, fates diſtind from. the. Britiſh. empire, has 
«very. ſlender notions. of juſtice, or of their intereſts: we 
<« are; but parts ef a aubole, and therefore. here muſt. exift 
«© a power ſomewhere to pre 5 and preſerve the connection ix 
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„286. Whether a regard to decency and 
eonſiſtene ought not to have produced in 
the Americans à quiet and peaceable ſub- 
Miſſion; to an act, which was 4 * on the 
principles, that had been ſo lately 
eſtabliſhed, in ee of , the lens 4 
nt, „f: gi n o hin b y : 


57. Whether the colonies did not then 
introduce a new diſtinction, to take off the 
force of their former conceſſions, contend- 
ing that duties laid upon the neceſſaries of 
life, ſuch as paper, glaſs and paint (which, 
by the way, can be called neceſſaries only 


by a violent &yperbole) were equivalent 
an internal tax, and therefore: mad 


ſible? * 


| i Whether t hi Wow in Rn 
nee with this diſtinction, did not 
then withdraw the duties they had laid 
upon ſuch neceſſaries, reſerving only, as a 
mark of their authority to impoſe taxes, a 
ſmall duty of three pence per pound, upon 
an article of ſheer luxury, which can never 
be- materially uſeful to any of the colonies, 
and which has been very huttful to all of 
them, occafioning ſuch an expenſive man- 
ner of living as the inhabitants in * 
are unable to afford? 


. 70. Whether 


(  ) 


UA 


— 7 Whether the o ppoßtion now made 


to this teifling duty, upon à hurtful luxu- 
Ty, is not as general, 4 ” vigorous,” as ela- 


morous, and as injurious to private pro- 


perty, and the alarm of danger to our con- 
ſtitutional rights, ſounded with as much 
vehemence and vociferation, as in the time 


of the ſtamp-act 7 Je = 


n ve 


60. Whether the facts bete alluded to, 
FM one another in ſo cloſeè a ſucceſ- 
fion, do not amount to a clear proof, that 
every indulgence or conceſſion granted to 
the colonies operates againſt the authority 
of parliament, as for every inch given from 
a'principle of generoſity, an ellis demanded 
as matter of right ; and whether the in- 


ference be. not natural, that nothing leſs 
will ſatisfy the. colonies, than an abſolute 


Tenunciation of all claim of authority or 
* in the N Parliament; = 


110 


. Whether the maxim, that Eagle | 
F are bound by no laws but ſuch as t 
conſent to, either perſonally, « or by their re- 
preſentatives, has not been' groſsly miſun- 
derſtood by our American patriots, and ve- 
ry. abſurd inferences been drawn from it ? 


62. Whether 


* I 3 | 

62. Whether the Eugliſd conſtitution 
does not make the king and parliament the 
repreſentatives of alli the people within the 
kingdom, whether they be actual electors 
or nonelectors ? - 103} my 1 f «30 

S 

1 3. Whether 2 great part of EN ople 
in in England can be dad. t to 15 1 Kits Son- 
ſent to the laws that, are made, 0 any other 
repreſentatives than the Ee 13 


64. Whether perſons who die XA mY 
to vote in the election for members of par- | 
lament, are not often bound by laws, to 
whieh they cöônſent in no ſhape, except as 
above-mentioned ; they not 'apptoying-*of 
the laws; and even the members- for the 
county or borough, in which they voted, 
oppoſing and protefting againft the laws at 
the time of making them! n we | Y OY 


65. Whether, for . a Sankar 
not been laid upon ps, and :an:: exciſe 
upon cyder, when the Nop-growers⸗ and the 
makers of cyder, and their friends in par- 
liament, have uſed their utmott'influence 
to Prevent the pafſing c of the lau? 
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66. Whether therefore: the onen 
given by them to the law, was not a 
conſent without their approbation or liking; 

and 


. | 
and whether furh a conſent;| which äs the 
only one given by many Ergiifemen; be the 
egy Kar arhirh . colonies. contend ? 

1971, 20v7 Mob? ni 
67. Whether . "i the enxiximn; (that 
Engliſhmen. are bound only. by laws to 
18 which they conſent, can be true, other- 
1 wiſe than of the nation colletively, or the 
I body of the people, while great numbets 
of them are forced to has to and Lavvs 

Fl With reluctance ?. . bow. Ad 


* . Whether, 26 K mere N to the 
colonies to ſend members to parliament of 


their.own. ung. 3 would e of 
ee ti eff . 


Fil 69. Whether, while de would refuſe 
tio ſend members to, parliament, they Have 
any right to exclaim againſt acts of parlia- 
ment, on account of their having no mem- 


bers in 1 10 . OE them . 


* 
Whether a COAT iel A 


7 —. of the Exgliſb conſtitution of govern- 


ment are not political privileges; and whe- 
ther the natural right of the Americans can 
— them to _ en privileges of 


— 


Py SES one and. a Baa 
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| Englifhmens,any more than to Serie 
privileges pp U Fl 08 auen „n 
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21, Whether upon a review of the ar- 
ments f that have been uſed int favout of 
| Py colonies,'it be reaſonable to expect that 

the Britiſh parliament will be conviriced' 
by them ; or, that, without conyiGion, af- 
teritheir right to govern, and; regulate the 
trade of, the colonies;- has been ſo inde. 
cently: queſtioned and denieds, they, will not. 
aſſert it in fuch; a ways a8 ſhall dÞ aan 
maſt expedient, and effecual? 1 nodu 2 


72. Whether an effectual ſupport « # Fa 
authority of parliament, after Tuch a de- 
nial of it, can be ſuppoſed to have ſo light 
an effect upon the property af Americans, 
as the ſmall, duty upon tea, if quietly. 9 — 
mitted to, necellariip would hue? 


1 * WR an dot oo an oc ft. . at; ths. ih 
. ; n 7 e 
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8 Hay is oedaſibned by che voflvihef ane öfcur 
former aſſemblies, and of ſome of our late county commit- 
tees, and by an Engliſb pamphlet, lately re- printed in 
Nero. Abri, entitled, Confiderations onthe meaſures carrying” 

on with: reſpet fo the Britiſh colonies in America. The author 
of DI af te, who writes altogether ad populum, founds 
the claim of the Americans, firlt, upon the natural rights of 


mankind'; ſecondly, upon the Erg#Þ eonſtitution; and, 

thirdty, upon the provincial charters. He offers not much. 
in ſapport-of the fr / of theſe points, becauſe the poſition 
would not admit of much to be ſaid in its favour; he ſays 
dut very little in ſupport of the-/econd, b-caufe he Has more 


reiße 


i 
| 
j 
4 
a 
i 


—— — 

— 2 = 

a — Inge arts 
< _ — 


—.. > — ao 
— <0 — —— + — 
— — 7 
—— - — 
- — 


* if ISP -. ASX 
= ** — 3 
— ES. 
— 2 — * =o 5 


3 — 
b —— 
—— 0 * 
> 


. 


rant men ted to the loweſt occupat 
uli Hase nd Knowle 


73. Whether r therefore ** patiäckic g 
gentlemen, and patriotic Jabourers ant me. 
chanicke, - -who have urged. on a greater e evil, 

19. oper to avojd a a leſs, are in reality, what- | 
ever, "the 
their co 
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est 
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Have intended, friends to 
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74. Whether intereſted;" deſi ning teh 
ale als who! court ' popularity? as the 
great! She bf their affections or- 18162: 


* 


505 


tions, 
dge of the general prin- 
ciples upon which civil ſociety ſhould be 
always eſtabliſhed—are any of them qua- 


lifed 70 1 r the direction of. political affairs, 
or Suh to be truſted with _ + 


| Whether the' old eule, Ne ſive? 1E 
tra Lade be not a good: One mn. _ 


per for this' day! Non i 


70 Whether the colonies, in a great 


BH 


1 
* 


2 * 31141 + 


40 417 


2 


34] 


meaſure, have not, for ten years paſt, been 


under an iniquitous and tyranical govern- 


ment, namely. the. e nt of did 
bx, cipled 


— — 
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1 * 
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reſper? for thoſe _ perſons — nB have handled the FEY * 
before him, than to go over it again ſo much. to iti diſad van - 

zage; and he ſays nothing at all upon the ird, becauſe. 

he very Judiciouſly thinks it. beſt, to leave the darticulagy of. 
this ſubject. to themſelves. (the Americans) auh are beſt ac- 
quainted with them. : 


„ 25 


| cipled mobs ; and whether experience has 
riot yet convinced us, that this mode of go- 
verning a country is moſt deteſtable? 


. Whether the ſons of liberty have ever 
willingly allowed to others the liberty of 
thinking and acting for themſelves; and 
whether any other liberty than that of do- 
ing as they ſhall direct, is to be expected 
during their adminiſtration ? 3 


78. Whether it would not be ſafer both 
to our liber ty and property, to be under 
the authority of the Britiſb parliament, and 
ſubject to all thoſe duties and taxes which 
they might think fit to impoſe, than to be 
under the government of the American ſons 
of Liberty, without paying any duties or 


taxes at all? 


79. Whether the unavailing oppoſition 
that has been made to parliament has not, 
ſince the commencement of the preſent 
year, been a greater expence to the Ame- 
ricans, if we allow for the neglect of bu- 
ſineſs, and extraordinary tavern expences, 
than all the duties with which the parlia- 
ment would probably charge us, would 
amount to in fifty years? 


E „ go. Whether 


| 
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| 
| 
1 
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80. Whether if the Britiſb parliament 
mould only leave us to ourſelves, as ſome 
wiſe perſons have ſeriouſly adviſed ; or if 
we were able to compel! them to ſubmit to 
our own terms, which no wiſe perſon can 
imagine that we are; either event would 
not be as great a calamity to the colonies, 
in its natural conſequences, as the peſti- 
lence or a famine ? 


81. Whether, without the ſuperintending 
authority of Great Britain to reſtrain them, 
the colonies would not probably be ſoon at 
war among themſelves; and whether with- 
out the ſame authority to protect them, 
they would not probably ſoon become a 
prey to ſome foreign power ? 


82. Whether, if the connexion of the co- 
lonies with Great- Britain were diflolved, 
they muſt not immediately put themſelves 
under the protection of ſome maritime 
power, leſs able to defend them, and leſs 


diſpoſed to indulge their froward and petu- 
tant humour ? 


83. Whether, in ſuch a caſe, they would 
not be obliged to pay dearly for the protec- 


tion afforded to their ſhips abroad, or to 


their ſea-ports at home ; and whether this 
would not be a much heavier burthen, than 


that 


(7 ] 


chat of the duties that have been demanded 
by the Britiſh parliament ? 


84. Whether there can be any proſpect of 
peace or ſafety to the colonies, while they 
are under the diſpleaſure, and expoſed to 
the reſentments of Great-Britain ? 


35. Whether therefore the reconciliation 
of Great-Britain to her colonies be not a 
matter of capital and ſupreme importance, 
to promote which, every American is bound, 
in duty to his country; and as he values 20e 
peace of Feruſalem, to contribute his beſt 
; wiſhes, prayers and endeavours ? . 


86. Whether every thing that tends to 
obſtruct ſo deſirable an event, ought not to 
be conſcientiouſly avoided, and treated with 
abhorrence ? 


87. Whether Great-Britain can be ſup- 
poſed at preſent to be in ſuch a condition, 
or of ſuch a temper, as patiently to put up 
with our bullying and abuſive language, to 
ſubmit to our reproaches, or to be intimi- 
dated with our e ? 


88. Whether, on the other hand, the 
continuance of ſuch provocations will not- 
neceſſarily increaſe the indignation. of a 

| = power 
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power that is irriſiſtible by us, and render 


an accommodation impracticable, but upon 
terms the moſt humiliating to the colonies ? 


89. Whether the ſeveral colonies, by 


having choſen delegates to repreſent them 
at the congreſs, have not taken the matter 


in diſpute out of the hands of the people ; 
and whether thoſe, who, notwithſtanding, 
ſtill endeavour farther to. inflame the paſ- 
ſions * of the populace, already intoxicated 


with a few magical ſounds, are not to be 
conſidered and treated as incendiaries, ſcat- 


tering abroad the firebrands of faction, in 
order to bring on the conflagration of their 
country! | 7 


6 
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* As a ſpecimen of the language with which the minds 
of the deluded Americans are. poiſoned againſt the govern- 


ment, by ſome, of our weekly news-papers, the following 


paſſage is ſelected from HOL'T”s paper of Auguſt 18: 


„We are afſured that Captain William Bull; in a ſloop 


e from this place, but laſt from the Weſl-Indies, is arrived 


C7 
«c 


«cc 


 10bber is almoſt a ſaint,” 


„ at Wilmington, North-Carolina, and that the inhabi- 


tants of that place have bought his veſſel, and are 
loading her with proviſions for the ſupport of the town 
of Boſton ; which ought to be ſupported at the expence 
of the laſt mite, and even the laſt drop of blood in Noi th 
America, for their noble ſtand againſt the oppreſſion and 


tyranny of a miſerably corrupt, debauched, and almoſt 


bankrupt adminiſtation, devoid of ſenſe, humanity, and 
every principle ſuperior to, that of meer bru es; an ad+ 
miniſtration, compared with whom a common highway 


90. Whether 
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90. Whether what 1s farther to be offered 
on the ſubject in diſpute, ſhould not be ad- 
dreſſed to the gentlemen of the Congreſs, 
who are entruſted with, and anſwerable, in 
no ſmall degree, both in this world and the 
next, for, THE FATE OF THE COLONIES ; 
and whether, in that caſe; if we mean not to 
aftront them, cool and impartial repreſen- 
tations and reaſonings ought not to charac- 
teriſe our future political productions ? 


91. Whether full confidence ought not 
ro be repoſed 1 in the wiſdom, the prudence, 
and patriotic ſpirit of our repreſentatives at 
the congreſs, who are generally. men of pro- 
perty, and have much more to riſque than 
moſt of their conſtituents ? 


92. w hether it be not time for our 8 
mers and mechanics, and labourers, to re- 
turn to their buſineſs, and the care of their 
families; and all ſerious Chriſtians, to a 
ſenſe of their duty ? 


93. Whether it does not become us to 
employ the preſent interval of reflexion, in 
examining, how far the principles that have 
heen propagated amongſt us are conformable 
to reafon, and productive of good or evil to 


fociety ; 
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630 
faciety ; and whether, in reality, they de- 
ſerve to be countenanced or diſcouraged ? 
4 — L r 


94. Whether it would be amiſs, at the 
fame time, to conſider, how far the ſupreme 
governor of the world, from whoſe juriſ- 


diction no reſolves of town-mectin 8 can 


exempt us, may be ſuppoſed, from the de- 
clarations he has made, to approve of our 


—_— . 
95. Whether the proſperity of ſtates, and 


of all public ſocieties, does not depend upon 


his blefling ; and whether his bleſſing is to 


be otherwiſe expected, than in the way of 
conformity to his precepts? — 


96. Whether he has given any diſpenſa- 
tion to the body of the people, under any 
government, to refuſe honour, or cuſtom, or 


' Zribute, to whom they are due; to contract 
Habits of thinking and raking evil of dig- 


uities, and to weaken the natural principle 
of reſpect for thoſe in authority? _ 


97. Whether, on the contrary, he does 
not command us to ſubmit to every ordinance. 


of man for the Lord's ſake; and require us 
on pain of damnation, to be duly ſubjeft to the. 
higher powers, and not to-refift their lawtul 
authority ? N 

98 Whether 
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98. Whether, if it ſhould finally appear; 
that the claim of the Britiſb parliament is 
Juſt, and according to law, it be not a neceſ- 
{ary conſequence, that the colonies have re- 

liſted that power, which is ordained of God, 
and are in the high road to open rebellion ? 


99. Whether thoſe, who on the preſent 
occaſion, ſo zealouſly proclaim their attach- 
ment to revolution principles, give not too 
much rerſon to ſuſpect, that they are fond of 

revolutions ? But after all, 


100. Whether it be not a matter both of 
wordly wiſdom, and of indiſpenſible Chriſ- 
_ tianduty, in every American, to fear the Lord 
and the King, and to meddle not with them 
_ that are GIVEN TO CHANGE? 
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